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Commissioner for Patents 

The reply filed on June 2, 2006 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of the following omission(s) or 
matta-(s): Applicants* response has in no way addressed or even referenced flie issue of nonresponsiveness raised by the examiner 
within the letter of May 17, 2006. As stated within the previous letter, applicants' response to the prior art rejection fails to constitute 
a proper response, because applicants' arguments appear to be based upon a misunderstanding of the Office action. Applicants have 
argued within the second full paragraph of page 14 of the response that the [Office] Action attributes motivation to modify the 
reference to "Applicants' own disclosure". This interpretation is fundamentally incorrect and flawed to such an extent that appUcants' 
arguments with respea to motivation are essentially meaningless. It is clear from the examiner's action that reference is being made 
to Hie Schafheutle et al. reference, rather than applicants' own disclosure. The examiner is well aware that motivation may not stem 
from applicants' own disclosure of their invention. See 37 CFR 1.111. Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, 
applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or TfflRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which 
to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid abandonmoit EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED 
UNDER 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

Any inquiry conceming this communication should be directed to R Sergent at telephone number (57 1) 272-1079. 
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